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REMARKS 

Claims 1-53 arc pending in the application. Claims 1-23 and 51-53 have been 
allowed. Claims 24-50 stand rejected in the referenced office action. 

Claim 5 has been amended to address and antecedent problem- 
Independent claim 24 has been am«ided to itiooiporate a limitation of claim 25 

while a limitation of claim 24 has been moved to claim 25, Claim 24 has also been 

amended to insert a missing word. 

Independent claim 28 has been amended to insert a missing word. Claim 28 has 

also been amended to clearly delineate the meaning of ^'system balance." Support for the 

amendment is found at page 21 lines 13-1 8« 

Independent claim 40 has been amended to insert a missing word. Claim 40 has 

also been amended to clearly delineate the meaning of "system balance," Support for the 

amendment is found at page 21 lines 13-18. 

Independent claim 45 has been amraUed to insert a missing word. 

No new matter has been added by the amendments. The Examiner's objections 
and rqections are addressed in substantially the same order as in the referenced office 
action. Reconsideration of the application as amended is respectfully requested. 
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REJECTIONS UNDER 35 U,S,C, S 103 

Claims 24, 26 and 27 stand rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over McCormack (US 6,002,642). Claim 24 is an independent claim. 

Claim 24 has been amended to include the cost of produced hydrocarbons. This 
limitalion was originally in claim 25. A search of McCormack shows no teaching of cost 
allocation in the secondary recovery operation discussed therein, A search otDutton 
(US63 181 56)> the secondary reference reUed on by the Examiner, shows no teaching of 
cost allocation. The only mention of "cost" in Dutton is at col. 12, lines and is not 
relevant to claim 24, There is no mention of cost allocation. 

In order to sustain a rejection under 35 USC § 103, two requirements must be 
met. The first is that each limitation of the claimed invention must be disclosed in the 
references. Secondly, there must be a teaching in the references themselves to combine 
them to come up with the claimed invention. 

The &st requirement is clearly not met here as the prior art of record does not 
disclose or suggest the allocation of costs in a hydrocarbon gathering system. 
Accordingly^ applicant respectfiiUy submits that claim 24 and claims 25-27 that depend 
upon claim 24 are patentable under 35 USC § 103 over McCormack, Dutton and the prior 
art of record. 
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Claims 25 and 28-50 stand rejected und^ 35 USC § 103 over McCormack in 
view of Button. The patentability of claim 25 has been addressed above in the discussion 
of the rejection of claim 24: there being no teaching or suggestion in Z>w^^(7« of allocation 
of costs. 

Claims 28, 40 and 45 are independent claims. 

With respect to claim 28, the Examiner has asserted that "it would have been 
obvious to modify the method of McCormack to use automated measurement and control 
devices, as taught hy Dutton et al. in order to reduce the costs and measurements errors 
that occur when manual labor is iised." Applicant fails to see the relevance of this 
statement to the invention of claim 28. Claim 28 is not directed towards cost reduction or 
reduction of measurement errors. 

As discussed in the application, 

"Referring to Figure 7, the system balance may be described as balancing the 
volume (e.^., in millions of cubic feet or ^MCF*"), heating value (e^., energy content), or 
component volumes of natural gas entering a gathering line 314 or processing plant 316 
against the volume, heating vaJue, or component volumes of natural gas leaving the 
gathering line 314 or facility 316." P^e 21 Itaes 13-18 
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The '^balance" discussed in McCormack is strictly limited to volumes injected into 
and recovered from a field There is no teaching in McCormack of system balances with 
respect to gathering lines, processing plants and other components of a natural gas 
gathering system. There is no teaching or suggestion in Dutton of balancing. 

In order to sustain a rejection under 35 USC § 103, Two requirements must be 
met. The first is that each limitation of the claimed bvention must be disclosed in the 
references. Secondly, there must be a teaching in the references themselves to combine 
them to come up with the claimed invention. 

The first requirement is clearly not met here as the prior art of record does not 
disclose or suggest the system balancing in components of a hydrocaibon gatfiering 
system. Accordingly, applicant respectfully submits that claim 28 and claims 29-39 that 
depend upon claim 24 are patentable under 35 USC § 103 over McCormack, Dutton and 
the prior art of record. 

Claim 40 includes the substantive limitations of claim 28 discussed above. 
Accordingly, applicant respectfully submits that claim 40 and claims 41-44 that depend 
upon claim 40 are patentable under 35 USC § 103 over McCormack in view of Dutton for 
the same reasons that claim 28 is patentable under 35 USC § 103 over McCormack in 
view of Dutton. 
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Claim 45 includes recalculation of the composition of hydrocarbons. There is no 
teaching of composition in McCormact The only mention in Button of "composition" is 
in the background of the invention at coL 2 lines 24-29. There is no teaching of 
calculating the composition of hydrocarbons in a hydrocarbon gathering system. 
Accordingly, applicant respectfully submits that claim 45 and claims 46-49 that depend 
upon claim 45 are patentable under 35 USC § 103 ow^McCormack in view of Dutton. 

No fee is believed to he due for these amendments and attached documents. The 
Commissioner is authorized to charge any fee due for the amendments herein and to 
charge any deficiency to Deposit Account No. 13-0010 (CON-1029) 



Respectfully submitted, 




Date: March 9, 2005 



Kaushik P. Sriram, R^- No, 43,150 
Madan, Mossman & Sriram, P.C. 
2603 Augusta Suite 700 
Houston, Texas 77057-5638 
Tel: (713) 266-1 130 x 121 
Fax: (713) 266-8510 

Attorney For Applicant? 
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